UPPER ARKANSAS RIVER
COOPERATIVE NATURAL RESOURCE DAMAGE ASSESSMENT
Between: State & Federal Trustees, EPA and the Mining Companies

The Problems:

MOU Process

UPPER ARKANSASRIVER BASIN (LEADVILLE, COLORADO)
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Site Description
EXPLANATION

Hydrology
~~— River or Stream

The Upper Arkansas River Basin is being directly impacted by historical mining
activities of the Leadville mining district. The Leadville areaisincluded inthe
California Gulch Superfund Site, listed on the NPL in 1983. The study areafor
the Arkansas River is from the confluence with California Gulch (near the town
of Leadville) downstream to and including the Pueblo Reservoir approximately
165 river miles. The immediate area of concern is known as the 11 Mile Reach
and is defined as the 500 year floodplain beginning at the confluence of the
Arkansas River and California Gulch and extending downstream for
approximately 11 miles. This 11 Mile Reach generally suffers from sediment
and tailing deposits generated from historical mining activities and poor water
guality generating from the Leadville district and from the downstream tailing
deposits and consists of elevated metals primarily arsenic, cadmium, lead and
zinc along with low pH.
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Background/History of NRDA/Cooper ative Assessment:

The State of Colorado filed a Natural Resource Damage Claim against severd
mining companies in 1983 for injuriesto state trust natural resources for ongoing
releases of hazardous substances from historic mining activities in the Leadville
mining district. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) placed the
Cadlifornia Gulch Site on the NPL also in 1983. In 1994 a consent decree divided
the NPL site into twelve operable units that are portioned into both enforcement
and fund lead operable units. Having completed much of the work identified in
the 1994 consent decree, the mining companies were interested in identifying and
settling all liabilities under CERCLA (specifically NRD) and approached the
State and federal Trustees indicating that they were interested in a cooperative
approach to assessing injury to natural resources in order to identify all future
liabilities. In 1999, a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) was entered into
among the State and federal Trustees, the EPA, and two mining companies. The
MOU outlined a process in which the parties agreed to retain an independent
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EXPLANATION COLORADO " ﬂ group Of. scientists called the Upper Arkansas River Natural Re_sourc&s |
| ,r Restoration Consulting Team (CT) for the purposes of performing an evaluation
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S Lake o Open Wate N/ STATE - | &3 resources and to evaluate restoration alternatives for the identified injured
S, watershed oundiary A\ Us [, [~ County Boundary | A resources within the 11 Mile Reach. The process outlined inthe MOU is
| | | Miles designed to coordinate both restoration of natural resources and remedial
’ 11-Mile Reach 500-Year Floodplain . e . . . . . -
ey e activities for a portion of the California Gulch Site with agoal of providing a
‘ basis for a negotiated settlement of all CERCLA liabilities (including NRD) due
EXPLANATION the mining companies for the entire site.  The evaluation is to be focused on

ey 2 existing data and any new data that is collected consistent with the Superfund
% e il ' - 25 = process. The selection of restoration projects is to be determined by the trustees
In conjunction with the mining companies and EPA.
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